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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

MPEP 608.01 (b) states: "A patent abstract is a concise statement of the 
technical disclosure of the patent and should include that which is new in the art to 
which the invention pertains." The Abstract of the disclosure is objected to because it 
does not mention that portion of the invention that Applicant believes is new in the art. 

Additionally, 37 C.F.R. 1 .72(b) states: "The sheet or sheets presenting the 
abstract may not include other parts of the application or other material." The examiner 
notes that the Abstract includes substantially the same language as Claims 1 and 25, 
which are "other parts of the application." 

Finally, 37 C.F.R. 1 .72(b) states: "The purpose of the abstract is to enable the 
United States Patent and Trademark Office and the public generally to determine 
quickly from a cursory inspection the nature and gist of the technical disclosure." The 
Abstract fails to quickly convey the nature and gist of the technical disclosure via a 
cursory inspection because the language used in the Abstract is very ambiguous and 
provides no specific detail concerning the functionality of the present invention (i.e., the 
functionality of the computer software). Conversely, for example, the following 
language would make the nature and gist of the technical disclosure clear via a cursory 
inspection: 

The computer software incorporates a Flash movie 
into a media playlist for playback in Windows Media 
Player, pre-loads the Flash movie while another 



Application/Control Number: 10/608,648 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2176 

media file is currently being played, prevents the pre- 
loaded Flash movie from automatically interrupting 
the other media file that is currently being played, 
automatically and sequentially plays the Flash movie 
once the other media file has completed playback, 
provides a Windows Media Player wrapper that 
automatically stops the Flash movie once it has 
completed playback, and automatically and 
sequentially plays the next media file in the playlist 
after the Flash movie has completed playback. 

Applicant must amend the Abstract to comply with MPEP 608.01 (b) and 37 
C.F.R. 1.72(b). 

Drawings 

The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the following 
components of the present invention that are recited in the claims must either be shown 
or canceled from the claims: 

• the "interface of a host application with a control operable to play the interactive 
media segment' recited in Claim 1 1 (see Lines 4-5); and 

• the "user interface" recited in Claim 22 (see Line 5). 
No new matter should be entered. 
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The examiner notes that something identified as a "user interface" is illustrated in 
Figure 1 (see element 104). However, Figure 1 is a simple block diagram illustrating 
exemplary architecture, and this illustration provides no details of the GUIs claimed in 
Claims 11 and 22. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Claim Objections 

Claim 13 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

• The term "ASX' in Line 1 should be amended to — Active Streaming XML — 
because the concept represented by the acronym should be spelled out 
completely in its initial use. 

Claim 27 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

• The phrase "a playlist having one or more references to media segments to be 
played in sequential order" in Lines 1-2 should be amended to — a playlist 
having [[one ll two or more references to media segments to be played in 
sequential order — because, to have a "sequential order" of "media segments," 
one must have at least two "media segments." 



Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 25-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 
Claims 25-30: 

In summary, Claim 25 recites a "system" that comprises a "media controf and a 
"host application." Although the Specification of the present application fails to 
expressly indicate whether the recited elements are computer hardware components or 
computer software component, one of ordinary skill in the art would interpret them as 
being software. Likewise, for purposes of examination, the examiner will interpret each 
of these elements as computer software elements. Thus, the recited "system" is 
software per se. 

Accordingly, the "system" is not a "process," a "machine," a "manufacture" or a 
"composition of matter," and Claim 8 fails to recite statutory subject matter, as defined in 
35 U.S.C. 101. 

Claims 26-30 merely recite either electronic data, other software components or 
functions performed by software. Thus, Claims 26-30 do not further define the recited 
"system" as being within a statutory process, machine, manufacture or composition of 
matter. 
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Accordingly, Claims 26-30 fail to recite statutory subject matter as defined in 35 
U.S.C. 101. 

Examiner's Comments Concerning the Claims 22-24 and 35 USC § 101 

Claims 22-24 recite a "computer-readable medium" comprising instructions that 
perform a method (see Claim 22, Lines 1-2). 

The Specification (at Page 6, Lines 4-10) of the present invention expressly 

states: 

"It is to be understood and appreciated that the 
subject matter described herein includes not only 
devices and/or systems when programmed to perform 
the acts described below, but the software that is 
configured to program the microcontrollers and, 
additionally, any and all computer-readable media 
on which such software might be embodied. 
Examples of such computer-readable media include, 
without limitation , floppy disks, hard disks, CDs, 
RAM, ROM, flash memory and the like." (emphasis 
added) 

Thus, the Specification is somewhat ambiguous regarding the exact scope of the 
recited "computer-readable medium" of Claim 22. For purposes of examination, the 
examiner interprets the "computer-readable medium" to be computer hardware 
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components. If the recited "computer-readable medium" is intended to include anything 
that is not a computer hardware component, then Applicant should expressly state that 
in the Response to this Office Action. In that instance, Claims 22-24 will be interpreted 
as being non-statutory and rejections under 35 U.S.C. 101 will be forthcoming. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 
Claims 22-24: 

Claims 22-24 contain the trademark/trade name FLASH. Where a trademark or 
trade name is used in a claim as a limitation to identify or describe a particular material 
or product, the claim does not comply with the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second 
paragraph. See Ex parte Simpson, 218 USPQ 1020 (Bd. App. 1982). The claim scope 
is uncertain since the trademark or trade name cannot be used properly to identify any 
particular material or product. A trademark or trade name is used to identify a source of 
goods, and not the goods themselves. Thus, a trademark or trade name does not 
identify or describe the goods associated with the trademark or trade name. 

In the present case, the trademark/trade name is used to identify/describe a 
media file and, accordingly, the identification/description is indefinite. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

Claims 1 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by 
Applicant's Admitted Prior Art (hereinafter, "Admission"). 

Claim 1: 

Admission discloses a method comprising: 

• receiving a playlist referencing a first media segment and a second media 
segment (see Specification - Page 1, Lines 8-10; Page 2, Lines 4-10; and Page 
2, Lines 16-20 — > Admission discloses this limitation in that it teaches a playlist 
that includes video, audio, text, animation data and Flash movies), the second 
media segment operable to play automatically without a prompt after being 
loaded (see Specification - Page 2, Lines 4-10 -> Admission discloses this 
limitation in that it teaches Flash movies); 

• presenting the first media segment (see Specification - Page 1 , Lines 20-21 ; and 
Page 2, Lines 20-23 -> Admission discloses this limitation in that it teaches 
playing a current media segment); and 

• prerolling the second media segment (see Specification - Page 1 , Line 1 8 
through Page 2, Line 3; and Page 2, Lines 16-23 -> Admission discloses this 
limitation in that it teaches a playlist of various media segments, including Flash 
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movies, and prerolling a subsequent media segment, including a Flash movie, 
while a "current" media segment is playing. Admission expressly teaches the 
continuous and unprompted nature of Flash movies renders the playlist 
"ineffective" because the Flash movie begins playing after it is loaded. Thus, 
Admission teaches prerolling the Flash movie.). 

Claim 7: 

Admission discloses a method as recited in claim 1 wherein the second media 
segment comprises an interactive media segment (see Specification - Page 2, Lines 4- 
10 -» Admission discloses this limitation in that it includes Flash movies, which accept 
user input). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 2, 3, 5 and 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Admission, in view of Harrington, U.S. Patent Application Publication No. US 
2002/0156909 (hereinafter, "Harrington #1"). 



Claim 2: 
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As indicated in the above discussion, Admission discloses every limitation of 
Claim 1. 

Admission also discloses a method as recited in claim 1 wherein prerolling the 
second media segment comprises: 

• loading at least a predetermined minimum portion of the second media segment 
before the presenting of the first media segment is complete (see Specification - 
Page 1, Line 18 through Page 2, Line 3 -»• Admission discloses this limitation in 
that it teaches completely loading an upcoming media segment while the current 
media segment is playing and having the completely loaded upcoming media 
segment ready to play after the current media segment has finished playing). 

Admission fails to expressly disclose: 

• postponing presenting of the second media segment. 

Harrington #1 teaches a method comprising prerolling a second media segment 
(see Page 1, Paragraph 0002; see Page 7, Paragraph 0007 -> Harrington teaches this 
limitation in that the system prefetches a Flash movie for later playback), wherein 
prerolling the second media segment comprises: 

• postponing presenting of the second media segment (see Page 1 , Paragraph 
0002; see Page 7, Paragraph 0007 — ► Harrington #1 teaches this limitation in 
that the system does not immediately playback the prefetched Flash movie), 

for the purpose of controlling a Flash movie (see Page 1, Paragraph 0002). 
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Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Admission, to include: 

• postponing presenting of the second media segment, 

for the purpose of controlling a Flash movie, as taught in Harrington #1 . 

Claim 3: 

Admission fails to expressly disclose that the postponing playback comprises: 

• issuing a stop command to a control. 

Harrington #1 teaches that the postponing playback comprises: 

• issuing a stop command to a control (see Page 1 , Paragraph 0002; see Page 7, 
Paragraph 0007 —> Harrington #1 teaches this limitation in that the system does 
not immediately playback the prefetched Flash movie after it is loaded), 

for the purpose of controlling a Flash movie (see Page 1, Paragraph 0002). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Admission, to include: 

• issuing a stop command to a control, 

for the purpose of controlling a Flash movie, as taught in Harrington #1 . 
Claim 5: 
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As indicated in the above discussion, Admission, in view of Harrington #1 , 
discloses/teaches every limitation of Claim 2. The examiner notes that, in Harrington 
#1 , the prefetched Flash movie is fully loaded and ready for playback. 

Additionally, Admission teaches: 

• receiving an event indicating that the presenting of the first media segment is 
finished (see Page 1 , Line 18 through Page 2, Line 3 — > Admission discloses this 
limitation in that it teaches receiving messages that prerolling is complete and the 
current media segment has finished playing); and 

• in response to receiving the event, starting presentation of the second media 
segment (see Page 1 , Line 18 through Page 2, Line 3 —> Admission discloses 
this limitation in that it teaches the prerolled media segment is prompted to begin 
playing after receiving the messages. The examiner notes that the "prerolled" 
media segment" in Admission is the equivalent of the "prefetched Flash movie" in 
Harrington #1.). 

Claim 25: 

Admission discloses a system comprising: 

• a media control operable to begin playing a media segment automatically after 
buffering the media segment (see Specification - Page 1 , Line 8 through Page 2, 
Line 23 -> Admission discloses this limitation in that it teaches prerolling a Flash 
movie and automatically beginning playback after the Flash movie is loaded). 
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Admission fails to expressly disclose: 

• a host application operable to receive a reference to the media segment, initialize 
the media control with the media segment, and cause the media control to 
postpone playing of the media segment after the media segment is buffered. 

Harrington #1 teaches that the postponing playback comprises: 

• a host application operable to receive a reference to the media segment, initialize 
the media control with the media segment, and cause the media control to 
postpone playing of the media segment after the media segment is buffered (see 
Page 1 , Paragraph 0002; see Page 7, Paragraph 0007 -*• Harrington #1 teaches 
this limitation in that the system does not immediately playback the prefetched 
Flash movie after it is loaded), for the purpose of controlling a Flash movie (see 
Page 1, Paragraph 0002). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Admission, to include: 

• a host application operable to receive a reference to the media segment, initialize 
the media control with the media segment, and cause the media control to 
postpone playing of the media segment after the media segment is buffered, for 
the purpose of controlling a Flash movie, as taught in Harrington #1 . 
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Claim 26 

Admission discloses: 

• an events wrapper operable to receive an end of buffer notification from the 
media control (see Specification - Page 1 , Line 8 through Page 2, Line 23 —> 
Admission discloses this limitation in that it teaches completely loading a Flash 
movie while a current media segment is being played, and, upon completion, 
starting the playback of the Flash movie. The examiner notes that Claim 18 does 
not include a limitation that halts playback of the Flash movie.) and issue a 
corresponding end of buffering notification to the host application (see 
Specification - Page 1 , Line 8 through Page 2, Line 23 —> Admission discloses 
this limitation in that it teaches that the media player begins to playback the Flash 
movie after it is completely loaded). 

Claim 27 

Admission discloses: 

• a playlist having one or more references to media segments to be played in 
sequential order (see Specification - Page 1, Lines 8-17 — ► Admission discloses 
this limitation in that it teaches sequentially playing media segments in a playlist). 

Claim 4 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Admission, in view of Harrington #1 , and further in view of Harrington, U.S. Patent 
Application Publication No. US 2003/0145338 (hereinafter, "Harrington #2"). 
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Claim 4: 

As indicated in the above discussion, Admission, in view of Harrington #1 , 
disclose/teach every limitation of Claim 2. 

Admission, in view of Harrington #1 , fails to expressly disclose/teach that the 
postponing playback comprises: 

• stopping a timer associated with presenting the second media segment. 

Harrington #2 teaches that the postponing playback comprises: 

• stopping a timer associated with presenting the second media segment (see 
Page 1, Paragraph 0002; see Page 11, Paragraph 0087 -> Harrington #2 
teaches this limitation in that the system controls a Flash movie and includes a 
Timer/Frame Counter layer that stops the associated time/frame counter when 
the Flash movie is paused), 

for the purpose of controlling a Flash movie (see Page 1 1 , Paragraph 0086). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Admission, in view of Harrington #1 , to 
include: 

• stopping a timer associated with presenting the second media segment, 
for the purpose of controlling a Flash movie, as taught in Harrington #2. 
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Claim 30: 

As indicated in the above discussion, Admission, in view of Harrington #1 , 
disclose/teach every limitation of Claim 25. 

Admission, in view of Harrington #1 , fails to expressly disclose/teach that the 
postponing playback comprises: 

• [that] the playing of the media segment is postponed at least in part by stopping a 
timer that sends timer ticks to the media control for advancing playing of the 
media segment. 

Harrington #2 teaches: 

• [that] the playing of the media segment is postponed at least in part by stopping a 
timer that sends timer ticks to the media control for advancing playing of the 
media segment (see Page 1 , Paragraph 0002; see Page 1 1 , Paragraph 0087 -> 
Harrington #2 teaches this limitation in that the system controls a Flash movie 
and includes a Timer/Frame Counter layer that stops the associated time/frame 
counter when the Flash movie is paused), for the purpose of controlling a Flash 
movie (see Page 1 1 , Paragraph 0086). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Admission, in view of Harrington #1 , to 
include: 
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• [that] the playing of the media segment is postponed at least in part by stopping a 
timer that sends timer ticks to the media control for advancing playing of the 
media segment, for the purpose of controlling a Flash movie, as taught in 
Harrington #2. 

Claim 6 is are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Admission, in view of Harrington #1 , and further in view of Craft, U.S. Patent No. 
6,272,566 (hereinafter, "Craft"). 

Claim 6: 

As indicated in the above discussion, Admission, in view of Harrington #1 , 
discloses/teaches every limitation of Claim 2. 

Admission, in view of Harrington #1 , fails to expressly disclose/teach: 

• receiving a loading complete event indicating that the second media segment 
has been completely loaded; and 

• in response to receiving the loading complete event, prerolling a third media 
segment. 

Craft teaches: 

• receiving a loading complete event indicating that a second media segment has 
been completely loaded (see Column 4, Line 54 through Column 6, Line 1 1 — > 
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Craft teaches this limitation in that the buffering system fetches and buffers 
media assets sequentially); and 

• in response to receiving the loading complete event, prerolling a third media 
segment (see Column 4, Line 54 through Column 6, Line 1 1 ->■ Craft teaches this 
limitation in that the buffering system fetches and buffers media assets 
sequentially), 

for the purpose of thereby prioritizing the buffering of media assets and preventing data 
underflow to the media player (see Column 4, Line 54 through Column 6, Line 11). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Admission, in view of Harrington #1 , to 
include: 

• receiving a loading complete event indicating that the second media segment 
has been completely loaded; and 

• in response to receiving the loading complete event, prerolling a third media 
segment, for the purpose of thereby prioritizing the buffering of media assets and 
preventing data underflow to the media player, as taught in Craft. 

Claims 10, 28 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Admission, in view of Harrington #1 , and further in view of Flash MX Tutorials , 
Macromedia, Inc. Publishing (February 2002), Pages 36, 43, 44 and 66-69 
(hereinafter, "Flash MX"). 



Application/Control Number: 10/608,648 Page 20 

Art Unit: 2176 

Claim 10: 

As indicated in the above discussion, Admission, in view of Harrington #1 , 
discloses/teaches every limitation of Claim 5. 

Admission, in view of Harrington #1 , fails to expressly disclose/teach: 

• receiving an end of playback event from the second media segment. 

Flash MX teaches: 

• receiving an end of playback event from the second media segment (see Pages 
66-69 — > Flash MX teaches this limitation in that ActionScript allows a user to 
place a Stop Command and/or an If Command in a Flash movie, either of which 
is capable of stopping the Flash movie if a particular condition is met), 

for the purpose of controlling a Flash movie (see Pages 66-69). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the method, disclosed in Admission, to 
include: 

• receiving an end of playback event from the second media segment, for the 
purpose of controlling a Flash movie, as taught in Flash MX. 



Application/Control Number: 10/608,648 Page 21 

Art Unit: 2176 

Claim 28: 

As indicated in the above discussion, Admission, in view of Harrington #1 , 
discloses/teaches every limitation of Claim 27. 

Admission, in view of Harrington #1 , fails to expressly disclose/teach: 

• at least one of the referenced media segments comprises mixed media. 

Flash MX teaches: 

• at least one of the referenced media segments comprises mixed media (see 
Page 36 — > Flash MX teaches this limitation in that ActionScript allows a user to 
place a LoadVariables Command in a Flash movie, which causes dynamic text to 
be incorporated into the Flash movie during runtime), for the purpose of allowing 
the editing of individual elements that make up the Flash movie rather than 
editing the Flash movie itself (see Page 36). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the method, disclosed/taught in 
Admission, in view of Harrington #1, to include: 

• at least one of the referenced media segments comprises mixed media, for the 
purpose of allowing the editing of individual elements that make up the Flash 
movie rather than editing the Flash movie itself, as taught in Flash MX. 



Application/Control Number: 10/608,648 Page 22 

Art Unit: 2176 

Claim 29: 

Admission, in view of Harrington #1 , fails to expressly disclose/teach: 

• [that] the playlist comprises an event name associated with an event media 
segment to be played when a referenced media segment issues an event having 
the event name. 

Flash MX teaches: 

• [that] the playlist comprises an event name associated with an event media 
segment to be played when a referenced media segment issues an event having 
the event name (see Pages 36, 43, 44 and 66-69 —> Flash MX teaches this 
limitation in that ActionScript allows a user to add various actions and 
functionality to parts of Flash movies), for the purpose of controlling the 
progression of Flash movies more precisely and creating commands in Flash 
movies (see Pages 66-69). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Admission, to include: 

• [that] the playlist comprises an event name associated with an event media 
segment to be played when a referenced media segment issues an event having 
the event name, for the purpose of controlling a Flash movie, as taught in Flash 
MX. 



Application/Control Number: 10/608,648 Page 23 

Art Unit: 2176 

Claims 8, 9, 11, 12, 14-19, 22 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Admission, in view of Flash MX. 

Claim 8: 

As indicated in the above discussion, Admission discloses every limitation of 
Claim 1. 

Admission fails to expressly disclose that the second media segment is further 
operable to issue a custom event. 

Flash MX teaches: 

• a second media segment [that] is further operable to issue a custom event (see 
Pages 36, 43, 44 and 66-69 -> Flash MX teaches this limitation in that 
ActionScript allows a user to add various actions and functionality to parts of 
Flash movies), for the purpose of controlling the progression of Flash movies 
more precisely and creating commands in Flash movies (see Pages 66-69). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Admission, to include: 

• the second media segment [being] further operable to issue a custom event, for 
the purpose of controlling a Flash movie, as taught in Flash MX. 
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Claim 9: 

Admission fails to expressly disclose that the custom event references a third 
media segment to be played in response to the custom event. 

Flash MX teaches: 

• the custom event references a third media segment to be played in response to 
the custom event (see Pages 36, 43, 44 and 66-69 -> Flash MX teaches this 
limitation in that ActionScript allows a user to design a Flash movie to include an 
action involving external media), for the purpose of allowing the editing of 
individual elements that make up the Flash movie rather than editing the Flash 
movie itself (see Page 36). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Admission, to include: 

• [a] custom event [that] references a third media segment to be played in 
response to the custom event, for the purpose of allowing the editing of individual 
elements that make up the Flash movie rather than editing the Flash movie itself, 
as taught in Flash MX. 
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Claim 11: 

Admission discloses a method comprising: 

• parsing a playlist having at least one reference to an interactive media segment 
operable to play continuously (see Specification - Page 2, Lines 4-10; and Page 
2, Lines 16-20 Admission discloses this limitation in that it teaches a playlist 
that includes a Flash movie, which includes scenes that are to be played 
repeatedly and accepts user input); 

• playing the interactive media segment in an interface of a host application with a 
control operable to play the interactive media segment (see Specification - Page 
2, Lines 4-10; and Page 2, Lines 16-20 — ► Admission discloses this limitation in 
that it teaches media players playing a Flash movie). 

Admission fails to expressly disclose: 

• receiving a media segment event from the control indicating that the playing of 
the interactive media segment has finished. 

Flash MX teaches: 

• receiving a media segment event from the control indicating that the playing of 
the interactive media segment has finished (see Pages 66-69 — > Flash MX 
teaches this limitation in that ActionScript allows a user to place a Stop 
Command and/or an If Command in a Flash movie, either of which is capable of 
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stopping the Flash movie if a particular condition is met), for the purpose of 
controlling a Flash movie (see Pages 66-69). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the method, disclosed in Admission, to 
include: 

• receiving a media segment event from the control indicating that the playing of 
the interactive media segment has finished, for the purpose of controlling a Flash 
movie, as taught in Flash MX. 

Claim 12: 

Admission discloses a method comprising: 

• playing s subsequent media segment referenced by a subsequent reference in 
the playlist (see Specification - Page 1 , Lines 8-1 7 —> Admission discloses this 
limitation in that it teaches sequencing through media segments in a playlist). 

Admission fails to expressly disclose: 

• stopping playback of the interactive media segment. 

Flash MX teaches: 

• stopping playback of the interactive media segment (see Pages 66-69 -> Flash 
MX teaches this limitation in that ActionScript allows a user to place a Stop 
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Command and/or an If Command in a Flash movie, either of which is capable of 
stopping the Flash movie if a particular condition is met), for the purpose of 
controlling a Flash movie (see Pages 66-69). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the method, disclosed in Admission, to 
include: 

• stopping playback of the interactive media segment, for the purpose of controlling 
a Flash movie, as taught in Flash MX. 

Claim 14: 

Admission discloses: 

• issuing to the host application a host-recognized event corresponding to the 
media segment event (see Specification - Page 1, Lines 8-17 -> Admission 
discloses this limitation in that it teaches sequencing through media segments in 
a playlist. The examiner notes that the "media segment event' recited in Claim 

1 1 corresponds to an "EndOfPlayback" event for any video, audio or animation 
file. The only difference between the "media segment event' of Claim 1 1 and an 
"EndOfPlayback" event for any video, audio or animation file is that the "media 
segment event' of Claim 11 is an "EndOfPlayback" event for a Flash movie. 
Whether an "EndOfPlayback" event is for a Flash movie or any typical video, 
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audio or animation file, the end result is the same - the software component 
receiving the "EndOfPlayback" event now knows that the associated file has 
finished playback.). 

Claim 15: 

Admission discloses: 

• [that] the media segment event comprises an EndOfPlayback event and the host- 
recognized event comprises a WMPEndOfPlayback event (see Specification - 
Page 1, Lines 8-17 Admission discloses this limitation in that it teaches 
Windows Media Player sequencing through media segments in a playlist). 

Claim 16: 

This claim corresponds to the subject matter recited in Claim 8. Thus, as 
indicated in the above discussion, Admission, in view of Flash MX, discloses/teaches 
every limitation of Claim 16. 

Claim 17: 

This claim corresponds to the subject matter recited in Claim 1 . Thus, as 
indicated in the above discussion, Admission, in view of Flash MX, discloses/teaches 
every limitation of Claim 17. The examiner notes that Claim 17 does not include 
postponing playback of the interactive media segment. 
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Claim 18 

Admission discloses: 

• receiving a buffer progress indication from the control, the buffer progress 
indication indicating that a predetermined minimum portion of the interactive 
media segment has been buffered (see Specification - Page 1 , Line 8 through 
Page 2, Line 23 — > Admission discloses this limitation in that it teaches 
completely loading a Flash movie while a current media segment is being played, 
and, upon completion, starting the playback of the Flash movie. The examiner 
notes that Claim 18 does not include a limitation that halts playback of the Flash 
movie.); 

• issuing an EndOfBuffering event to the host application (see Specification - Page 
1 , Line 8 through Page 2, Line 23 — > Admission discloses this limitation in that it 
teaches that the media player begins to playback the Flash movie after it is 
completely loaded). 

Claim 19: 

Admission discloses: 

• [that] the predetermined minimum portion is 100% of the interactive media 
segment (as indicated in the rejection for Claim 18, Admission discloses this 
limitation). 
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Claim 22: 

Admission discloses a computer-readable medium comprising computer- 
executable instructions to perform a method comprising: 

• instantiating an events wrapper associated with a Flash® media segment (see 
Specification - Page 1, Lines 8-17; Page 2, Lines 4-10; and Page 2, Lines 16-20 
— > Admission discloses this limitation in that it teaches parsing a playlist that 
includes video, audio, text, animation data and/or Flash movies and starting 
playback of a Flash movie); 

• initializing a control operable to playback the Flash® media segment (see 
Specification - Page 2, Lines 4-10; and Page 2, Lines 16-20 —> Admission 
discloses this limitation in that it teaches media players playing a Flash movie); 
and 

• hosting the control in a portion of a user interface (see Specification - Page 2, 
Lines 4-10; and Page 2, Lines 16-20 -> Admission discloses this limitation in that 
it teaches media players playing a Flash movie). 

Admission fails to expressly disclose: 

• receiving notification from the control when the Flash® media segment has 
completed playback. 
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Flash MX teaches: 

• receiving notification from the control when the Flash® media segment has 
completed playback (see Pages 66-69 -> Flash MX teaches this limitation in that 
ActionScript allows a user to place a Stop Command and/or an If Command in a 
Flash movie, either of which is capable of stopping the Flash movie if a particular 
condition is met), for the purpose of controlling a Flash movie (see Pages 66-69), 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the computer-readable medium, 
disclosed in Admission, to include: 

• receiving notification from the control when the Flash® media segment has 
completed playback, for the purpose of controlling a Flash movie, as taught in 
Flash MX. 

Claim 24: 

Admission, in view of Flash MX, discloses/teaches: 

• playing a later media segment after receiving the notification that the Flash® 
media segment has completed playback (as indicated in the above discussion, 
including the rejections for Claims 11, 12, 14 and 15, Admission, in view of Flash 
MX, discloses/teaches these limitations). 
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Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Admission, 
in view of Flash MX, and further in view of Holtz et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,760,916 
(hereinafter, "Holtz"). 

Claim 13: 

As indicated in the above discussion, Admission, in view of Flash MX, 
discloses/teaches every limitation of Claim 13. 

Admission, in view of Flash MX, fails to expressly disclose/teach: 

• the playlist comprises an ASX file. 

Holtz expressly teaches: 

• [a] playlist [that] comprises an ASX file (see Column 9, Lines 4-20 -> Holtz 
teaches this limitation in that the system processes an ASX play list), for the 
purpose of allowing an individual to view a real time media production (see 
Column 49-50). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the method, disclosed/taught in 
Admission, in view of Flash MX, to include: 

• the playlist comprises an ASX file, for the purpose of allowing an individual to 
view a real time media production, as taught in Holtz. 
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Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Admission, 
in view of Flash MX, and further in view of Craft. 

Claim 20: 

As indicated in the above discussion, Admission, in view of Flash MX, 
discloses/teaches every limitation of Claim 18. 

Admission, in view of Flash MX, fails to expressly disclose/teach: 

• [that] the predetermined minimum portion is less than 100% of the interactive 
media segment. 

Craft teaches: 

• [that] the predetermined minimum portion is less than 100% of the interactive 
media segment (see Column 4, Line 54 through Column 6, Line 1 1 -> Craft 
teaches this limitation in that the buffering system fetches and buffers only the 
amount of sequential media assets to sufficiently cover data underflow to the 
media player), for the purpose of preventing data underflow to the media player 
(see Column 4, Line 54 through Column 6, Line 11). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the method, disclosed/taught in 
Admission, in view of Flash MX, to include: 
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• [a] predetermined minimum portion [that] is less than 100% of the interactive 
media segment, for the purpose of preventing data underflow to the media 
player, as taught in Craft. 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Admission, 
in view of Flash MX, and further in view of Wiser et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,385,596 
(hereinafter, "Wiser"). 

Claim 21: 

As indicated in the above discussion, Admission, in view of Flash MX, 
discloses/teaches every limitation of Claim 18. 
Admission also discloses: 

• receiving a buffer complete indicator from the control indicating that 100% of the 
interactive media segment has been buffered (as indicated in the rejection for 
Claim 18, Admission discloses this limitation). 

Admission, in view of Flash MX, fails to expressly disclose/teach: 

• issuing an EndOfStreaming event to the host application. 

Wiser teaches: 

• issuing an EndOfStreaming event to [a] host application (see Column 1 5, Line 56 
through Column 16, Line 25 — ► Wiser teaches this limitation in that the content 
manager of the media player is notified when streaming is complete, whereby the 
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stream is released), for the purpose of controlling the streaming of media files 
when the media files are being distributed over the Internet (see Column 5, Lines 
43-46). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the method, disclosed/taught in 
Admission, in view of Flash MX, to include: 

• issuing an EndOfStreaming event to [a] host application, for the purpose of 
controlling the streaming of media files when the media files are being distributed 
over the Internet, as taught in Wiser. 

Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Admission, 
in view of Flash MX, and further in view of Harrington #1 . 

Claim 23: 

As indicated in the above discussion, Admission, in view of Flash MX, 
discloses/teaches every limitation of Claim 22. 

Admission also discloses: 

• buffering the Flash® media segment prior to completion of playback of a previous 
media segment (see Specification - Page 1 , Line 18 through Page 2, Line 3; and 
Page 2, Lines 16-23 —> Admission discloses this limitation in that it teaches a 
playlist of various media segments, including Flash movies, and prerolling a 
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subsequent media segment, including a Flash movie, while a "current" media 
segment is playing. Admission expressly teaches the continuous and 
unprompted nature of Flash movies renders the playlist "ineffective" because the 
Flash movie begins playing after it is loaded. Thus, Admission teaches prerolling 
the Flash movie.). 

Admission, in view of Flash MX, fails to expressly disclose/teach: 

• receiving an end of buffering event from the control when the Flash® media 
segment has finished buffering; and 

• playing the Flash® media segment when the previous media segment completes 
playback. 

Harrington #1 teaches: 

• receiving an end of buffering event from the control when the Flash® media 
segment has finished buffering (see Page 1 , Paragraph 0002; see Page 7, 
Paragraph 0007 -> Harrington teaches this limitation in that the system 
prefetches a Flash movie for later playback and does not immediately playback 
the prefetched Flash movie); and 

• playing the Flash® media segment when the previous media segment completes 
playback (see Page 1 , Paragraph 0002; see Page 7, Paragraph 0007 -»■ 
Harrington teaches this limitation in that the system prefetches a Flash movie for 
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later playback and does not immediately playback the prefetched Flash movie), 
for the purpose of controlling a Flash movie (see Page 1, Paragraph 0002). 



Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Admission, in view of Flash MX, to 
include: 

• receiving an end of buffering event from the control when the Flash® media 
segment has finished buffering; and 

• playing the Flash® media segment when the previous media segment completes 
playback, for the purpose of controlling a Flash movie, as taught in Harrington 
#1. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James H. Blackwell whose telephone number is 
(571)272-4089. The examiner can normally be reached on 8-4:30 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Doug Hutton can be reached on 571-272-4137. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/James H. Blackwell/ 
10/01/2009 



/DOUG HUTTON/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2176 



